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ABSTRACT 

During >^)eriod 8 of social change neighborhoods are 
redefined and/or crea4^d by eictetT.al and internal factors. Political, 
^onoaic an^ social factors' act as catalysts for neighborhood change 
by developing symbols by which 'ar area is identified. Neighborhoods 
ar« fop»ed by expounding on the new iaage aos-t sought out by the 
exponents of the more^ powerful political, economic and social 
factions of , the c^jty. In part; efforts can be lade to sell the new 
iaa^ by developing organlt ations that reflect the basic values with 
which the co»»unity will identify. This |aper explores the process of 
neighborhood chaif^e and revltallzation lii Chelsea Park, an Atlanta 
neighborhood, * as viewed by long ten and short teri residents of the 
cda nun it Jin. real estate" personnel, city representatives, knd aenbers 
cf volunt^y associations associated with thl^s neighborhood, A mode]^ 
to account for change in neigh torjhoods undergoing social change Is 
deve'SLbped that nay prove useful to Urban "planners and others 
in-tefested in this kind of research, (Author/GC) ' 
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Within th» l—t ■•wl yar> goclal iciantittt hav bacona 

Incraaaingly Involvad In urban raaaarch daaling with tha procaaa of 
naighbDrhood ■ainifinane^ and idantification (Oana 11979} Flalman and 
Hlllil979;jmr«cla and Yanoahik|Und). Work haa baan dona on 8y«boUc 
cowiunUlaa <nS«ntarq97A)» and tha ralationahlp of apacifie gaographl- 
leal araaa to nalj^ht^rhood Idantlty. For tha noat pfrt, thlf rataarch 
haa baan oarr/Lad out In northaW cltlat with llttla a«phaaia in tha 

Southaaat* * 

In an aarllar^papar Flshoan and Hill (1979) bagan to <lavalop a 
typology of urban nalghborhooda- for Atlaita. A modified yaralon of 
thla typology may be useful for undaratandii)g the concept of nalgh- 
borhood In the South. . The first type of neighborhood organisation, 

i 

and the Onfi that has pradooinated in all hlerarchial levels of nei«h- ^ 
borhood developnent In Atlanta la tha racial coHMinity, b«sed on a 
dlvlalon of the city Into Black and White realdential areas. A second 
type of organisation la baaed on naasurea of aocial claaa defined 
within the racial franawork. A third type is occupational coswunltlaa, 
usually madefup of rural aouthem i^Lgr ants. who ^naintkln their identj^Lty 
through ahared pattema of behavior » coanon heritage, and socloecfCftialc 
status. 



Th« n«xt two typtt of ntighborhood idtiitlty «r« tho^voat r«c«nt ^ 

, » ♦ . ^ 

additions to th« eouthtrn ntlghborhood typology and warrant mora 

^: ' V - a- V ■ 

datnilad diacuaaion* Tha fourth typa ia tha davalopiDant of coon 
munitiaa baaed on common haritaga or athnicity* Tha fifth typa 
ia tha dayalopmant aC nilghborhooda as raaidantial jcotsnunitlaa 
baaad on aharad cominon goala affactad by aociali aconomic and 
j>olltical factors* 

Hiatorically^ naighborhood formation in tha South haa not 
parallalad the neighborhood proceaa In northaaatarn citiaa« Ethnic 
Identification has been relatively inaigniflcant in Che South. * 
Hylant* (und«) haa found that '^historically Mamphia doaa not hava 

1* 

a neighborhood defined principally by ethnic identification," while 
Flahman and Hill (1979:2) have observed for Atlanta that "ethnic en- 
claves have for the itnost part been insignificant in* the formation of 
neighborhoods as a result of the South* s historically peculiar pol~ 
icies regarding rac«i» jpellglon and social clftss." '.^ 

Recently, Atlisu[>ta haa experienced great change n a result of 
rural-urban raigration*, North-South roigratipn, and increased Itnml- 
gratioTV into Atliinta by Hispanic^ and Asian^ popullations. The South 
was^not(fionduci^e to the development of ethnic enclaves. Rather 
than adapting ^hifough ethnic neighborhoods, foreign born ethnics 
adapted to th)i4 city through private networks (Hill 1975). Atlantans 
view all et;^inlcs, regardlesi of national heritage, as being foreign-* 
born, and dluster them together as non-English speakers (Flshman 1979) . 
Furthermore, those individuals are then categoriled by pace and social, 
class. VThls traditional level of categorisation combined with the 

e 
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.•thnlci «d«ptlv« M«tur«s through Mlf h«Ip and ptrsonal natworkt 
had tht aff act of maintaining, th« traditional aoclal boundarlaa 

■• ■ - . . . . ^ . 

of tha South. Tha axeaptlon to tha rul:o la tha davalopoant of a 

0 

apadfic Intarnatlonal nalghborhood mada up of nambara of many 
athnlc groups and primarily baaad on aoclal claaa. Thua, ovarall» 
the atatua quo baaad on raca and aoclal claaa la maintained. To« 
day, tha nallghborhood concept baaWd on functions of ineraaalng 
vlevela of ahared tieed and Interaction among raaidanta of the neigh- 
borhood, defined primarily on reaidentlal and territorial unity, 



haa become of major significance. 

■ I 

This paper will deal with the creation of neighborhood IdeAClty 

■ » 

baaed on the interaction of the social, political and aconotnic fac- 
tors within ^the framework of the traditional levela of neighborhood^'' 



identity in the South. This la accomplishe^ through the development 
of a model that accounta for neighborhood change occurring durlpg 

4 

the proceiis of urban rttvltallxatlon in downtown Atli(|(iita« 

A Model of Neighborhood Chanj te ' ^ 

By >>lewin8 the etfinic situation in Atl^i(t)k we aee thJit the e^ 
pectations of native Atlantana dnclud^ a conacioue effort toward as- 
similation on the part of the ethnic community baaed on race and 
class. Rather than the creation of ethnic neighborhood a, commu- 
itles d^elop in responaeNto shared common needs, thus functioning 
more as voluntary aasoclatlons. Individuals relate to specific 
neighborhoods as a reault of thoir ability to ld«lhtify with a par- 
ticular set of aymb^s that exemplify the neighborhood. I believe 



that It It th« ninlpulAtion of th«t« tyiriboia that ehangti « n«lgh- 
borhood f roih on« identity * to •nothor . Thui , for •thntcs , it it 
thj» d«vtlopra«nt of m Inttrnttional nalghborhood baaad on tlmlr' »- 
Ur -troblm and.nttda. Thft taiM procata taay ba appllad to oth4r 
componantt in tha urban anvirdnnant. 

'Within a situation-gpacific tamporal fraiwyork» naifth borho oda 



devalop in ratponaa to a nunibar of txtamal political and toonomlc 

y 

» ■ 

factors, and internal social factors that sarva to davalop and fix 
a tiaighborhood identity . We can Vlr* this according to the followinn 
model. A fixed nelRhborhood undarj^olng stress^ disrupts the stable 
identity. This in turn causes the fixed identity to enter a trans i~ 
tory stage with less of a shared neighborhood Identity. This is 
often accompanied by the loss of symbols that have, in the past, been 
used to define that area. Change in the tnake-up of the neighborhood 

■. . . 

occurs through the introduction ^f new syrnbols, which are in turn 
manipulated and niodified, resultinj* in a new set of shared syrabols 

■ TV • . / ■ 

and the creation of a new neighborhood identity. (Sea diagram' below) ^ 
A no DEL or f'EirHrORHOO!^ CHAHfE 
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R»vljtalliatlon and Wtltthborhood Changt 

Bthnograj^Vile and turvty rta««rch in on« intown Atlanta nf Igh-- 
borhood, Chalaaa Park , hat lad to tha davaloptMint tha abova 
taodal. Urban ranawal haa occurrad in part in raaponaa to a city 
undargoing rapid urbanisation with a ataady incraaaa in population 
aise, ^^atly a raault^df rural-urban and North-South migration. 



Batwaen 1950 and 1979 wa aaa an axpan'alon from 747,626^ to approx- 
imately 1,750,000, a 133% Increase^ Tha addition of no many non- 
nktlve bom Atlantans is Raving a profound affact on tha urban 
makeup of. the cfty, enhanced by the continuing efforts by the city 
and state toward the development of an interhational urban cehter« 

One of the responses by the ci^^ of Atlanta to the current 
changes ia the support -of thte urban renewal efforts and as a 
catalyst to the development of atrong.nelghborhaod units with- sig- 
nifitant linkages to the political and social fabric of the clxy. 
Prior to this last decade, the neighborhood had litt;lQ significance 
for planning and development, and virtually no political cr -econo- 

t 

ttlc autonomy. Today, the neighborhood has taken on new meaning 
with significant political, social and economic implications. The 
BOHD organization (Bass Organisation for Neighborhood Davelopmei^T, 
was created in 1969 as a rasponse to tha city's plana to close down 
an in- town public school. This voluntary jissociat ion organiaed five 
in-town areas at a large msfting t6 protest tha city's actions. 
After three yearn, BOND arnrttM] ^naepcndo^\*: nai)5\>v««>Kr«od organisa- 
tions in;these five in-town neighborhoods. ) 

J 



, _ __ _ . 

This wa« A trtjMndoua catAlytt toith« btginoing^ of th« urban 
r«if«ir«l f ffort vhlch In turn wm •upport«d by th« city gov«msilnt 
and thi coomkcI*! and economic ^aadart nHUo had Intaratta in tha 
dovntdwn propartiaa. FurthanK>ra» ii t\av city charter aflactad In, 

1973 raqililrad tha City Bureau of Planning ^to involve citixene in 
their planning activitiea. The bureau vae required to divide the 
city into geographical units called Neighborhood Planning Unite 
(NPU) which grouped neighborhoods together for planning purpoaet. 
The NPU and neighborhood boundaries , set forth by the Bureau of 
Planning, were adopted by the Atlanta City Council in 1975.^ 

e 

Let us begin to look at how economic, political and social 
factors bepin to redefine the inner qity area by developing and 

creatinp a neighborhood identity* This will, be explored by briefly 

V 

discussing these variables within the context of one contemporary 
urban neighborhood, Chelsea Park. 

) ■ 

As a result of research into the neighborhood prpcess in At- 
lanta this author contends t;hat neighborhoods are created, defined^ 



and maintained through a process that ^eeds back into both the ex-- 
cernal and internal factors' that affect urban renewal. The external 
factors are political variables such as the Neighborhood Planning 
Bureau » Neighborhood Associations, and city government' economic 
factors include the Atlanta Board of Realtors, and strong commercial 
interests depf^rident on the creat4.on of a stable in town neighborhood 
identity. Tfie internal factors are based on the creation of a com- 
munication system among residents and sub communities within the neigh 
borhood that serve to redefine the area through the manipulation of 
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neighborhood Idtntity, and th«' creation of a nav aat of aynbola 
vMch aarv^i to dafdna tha pai'gthborhood . i i 

^ Intarvlawa with naighborhood raaidanta, raal aatata paraonnal, 
l^U planners, and manbara of neighborhood organicationa and com* 
xaarcial enterpriaea in t^e area, allowed me to explore the rale- 

1 

tlonahipa between thoae l^sponaible for the treat ion of the CHelaea 



Park identity, 



Chelsea Park; A '^tudy in Ujban Renewal 

Chelsea Park is a neighb^prhood undergolnp; revitalizatioh in 

response to the uttJan rmievral fprocess* The area was Incorporated ajs a 
town in 1898 twenty yearp after the apptsiarance of a post office, 
and annexed to the city in 1909 • The ar«a developed as a resiken- 
tiAl community, and was greatly enhanced by a f rolltfj^NKirvice that 
ran up its main thoroughfare. The park was donated by a" prominent 

citii5en in 1922 and since then has served as one of the areas focal 

« ■ 

M points. The current neighborhood naine^ was taken from the name ^f 
* i the park by the Bureau of Planning in the early 1970s and is cur- . 

^ rently used by the City of Atlanta, ax)d appears on the Atlanta 

neighborhoodil map designed by the Bureau of Planning in response 
to the new city charter • Interviews with long term residents indi- 
cate that these boundaries do no€ always correspond with ther-tra- 

\ 

ditional perception of the area, nor is the name necessarily the 
same. ' It wsf the refponsibility of the Bi^reau of Plannings to 
develop boundaries which would serve a practical function^ Today, 
the name Chelsea Park has received wide recognition and Is used by 



9 



8 

Ettat« p«opl«, tht Ch«l««a Park Nalghborhood Aifoclation ' 
(vlflch was ttartad around 1972) and la tha official naighborhood 
nana daalgnatad by tha BOND organicaition. 

Tha araa undarvant a long pariod of urban dacay throughout 
tha 1950i and tha 1960a charactarlsad by nalghl^rhodd datarlor*- 
tlondue to a nunbar of aconbmlc and political varlablaa» tha 
davalopinent of multiple housing unlta from aln^a family homaa^ 
a trend toward renter occupied unlta, and a reputation as a 
neighborhood for^ transients and mend^era of the lover socloecono- 
mic classes. Furthermore » this previously predominantly White 
neighborhood was later characterized as racially mixed. All these 
factors accoui^ted for a reputation as a lebs than 4«sirttble area 
for middle-- class inhabitants, and did not Conform to' the tradl- 
tlonal residence patterns of southerners. ^ 

The late 19608 saw -the beginning of the urban renewal process in 
Atlanta with the revltalixatlon of homed. Ip areas that had not 
experienced the same leveJl'of urban decay as Chelsea Park. These 
relatively stable neighborhoods » located north and northwest of 
Chelsea Park, characterised by larger and more expensive homes, 
began to revitalise first. These may be perceived as the primary 
areas of urban jrenewal. Considered by V^rchasers to be relatively 
stable, th^se primary areas became p^ular among young professional, 
white collar, middle class peoples who replaced older residents 
sharing similar values. At this early stage of urban renewal, Chel- 
sea Park was not considered a stable, re?fidential area, and did not 
attract this middle class group. 



Another group of ypuQ|t*r taor* radical coflounlty iMmb«r«, par- 

th«.Xv,. « pl«>..r."«. b.,« to U>to th. 

C^alaaa Park araa looking^ according to ona Infortsant, ^ 

to llva in the innar city. (Our]| iniaga waa It'a 
raal nlca to ba a nixad acooomic and nixad racial 
araa» and to atablliaa at thla laval* 

'T*)*!** J^'^''*'?_P^^^ 

coMwmlty and bagan to ba parcalvad by outtidart as iradlcala, ad> 
vanturoua folks and artistic typaa. Thay bagan to actlvaly rano- 
vata their homss and property, some setting up coanercial enter- 
prises in ths delapidated storefronts on the main thoroughfare. 
These included woodwork* shops, used clothing stores, a food co*** 
operative and a tavern cooperative. This in turn attracted more 
urban pioneers. ^ # 

-Thus, we have tvo distinct phases of urban renewal. One, the 
primary t>hase, the replacement of senior citicens by younger popti^ 
lations in relatively stable inner city areas, and, two, a secon-* 

dary phase, a more t^dical mo^N^ment into nopr it Able inher city 

if 

areas by individuals who did not necessarily share the value sys- 
terns of the primary urban renewal group. 

The primary urban renewal efforts proved to be quite success-- 
ful. Due to the limited number o if homes available in tlv^se areas, 
the lK)me8 quickly enhanced in value. These Individuals who could 
have at one time afforded houses in the primary urban renewal areas 
were closed out due to changing ,econoinlc circuttStancas ^d a lack 
of availability of the older hooes. Thus» the revitalisatlon effort 
began to shift toward other urban areas. 

/ 

r . , 

■II 
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lata praptlfioua houaing, bagan to -attrkct aoma of thaaa buyara 
who ara nora advanturoua and willing to taka a ohanca on a not 
yat ravitalliad araa. Raal aetata paraoi^al quickly aaiiad on 
tha idaa aa aconoisically advantagaoua and bagan to aall tha Chal- 
aaa Park am, ^baatowing tha valuaa nohaally aAaociatad with tha 



primary urban ranawal araaa on this location. According to on* 

raal attata Informant: 

This araa Is Improving. A lot of tha poorar 
» famlllaa sae tha value (of sailing) • ^ 

When questioned on what do yooi sell whan you sell Chelsea Park, 

one real estate informant put It* this way^ 

. * «We saJLl idjreams. When .you can sea some of 
^ these houses befote iind after. Its like going _;<#^ 
Into another worlds People have the }^lslon. 
People want something they cfn make beauilYui. 

On the changes In the kind of people* moving th» this same Infor- 
mant replied: 

Well, less of the urban pioneer mystique, you^ 
' know Xtodayj It Is) buy an old house, fix it up 

aod hope everybody else would do the same ^ Before^ 
it was dlffez:ent. More of an urban pioneer mentality. 
Five years ag'b people were taking chances, now they 
^ don*t. ' Now it^s a jsolid feconomic investmerit. 

Envisioning Chelsea Park ad the pottnttal non-conformingt 

racially mixed haven for children of the 19608, espousing the 

liberal values. pf that time period, today the ntban pioneer feels 

that the area seems to be changing, . representing instead the values 

of the primary renewal area. Rental units are b^ing bought out by 

private owners and turned back into single family dwellings. As a 
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ctsult , th« popul«t ion if dtcrtat ingV and «h« o^^erilinM of 



Ch«lt«« Park la baglnning to raflact tha|jP|i|laa of jbhaN^aw raal- 
dantt. According to ona naighborhood ynfor^^ tavitajyisa-* 

tlon affort ia: , , 

. I. ■ 

turning out a priiaarily Appalachian. aubcultUra 
connunity who uaad to llva thara» wko originally 
livad in I. P. (an aarly ravitalisad haighbothood)', 
and-swhan I. P. boarding houaaa cloead 'jlcmn, tnay 
t&6vad i^"o~CKalaaa ParKr^ 1^ 

Park haa'baan brought up, I don't^ know whara thay 
arajnoving. Probably G.P. (anothar in town naigh- 
^ borhood baginning/ tha urban ranawal procaaa^ or 



Other araaa, wherever the rental property ia in 
the city. 



The earl:^^^j|||g|i|^ion of a racially and socially nixed nel 
borhopd^ Is a pattern aomavhat aliah^to tha traditional ordar of 
ther^ South. Early urban plonaara ^tapr^entlng a dlfferant value 
system, were not a significant enough group to control and create 
the neighborhood identity .they vented. Other more pow^ful fac- 
tors » especially the econoiftic ones» began to take over. According 

. e 

to one infortnaflit: 

. If you want to laain tain the mixed racial area... there 
needs to be an attraction of middle Income-middle ' 
claaa Blacks on a peer level with the Vfhite renova- 
tions coming jin-and that 'a not occurring. Iftlack's 
at the aame level are moving into Black renovated 
areas of the city, ao there *8 no mix. 

The traditional racial segregation common to the South is thus 

maintained. 

In sunaary, so far what w^ see, is the beginning of a revltaXlr 
satlon process started by a group of individuala who choae an aria 
that exemplified t^hr^borhood valuea not often available in the 
South.. These include racial and aoclal heteroganaity and a mixed 
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•bciAi clAit.' At th« SAM tlM /that th«a«^^^M^ pi6a««ri~ b«|ii' 
to Movt into th« eh« city, undtrgolng rapid ch«Qt« «n# tHi 

.crMtiw • n ^^^^^f ntlghl>drHbbd 

bound«rl««, thus beginning to crtatt a baalt for a ttaVx* nal|^f> 
borhood Idantlty. Th« neighborhood* a raault of, changing tcono~ 
mic condition^ a vldanlng housing maricat In^tha Innar city, 

baglni to-attract a niw kltid ijf TCbiir ranova^ — Thla" ln~tOTn~ " 

la l^lckly aalsad on by raal aatata parsonnal vho aaa tha acono~ 
vCLc advantag^t of tht araa, ^nd In turn \>agin to atll thit Imaga 

tp an expanding markat. ^ 

4- ■ 

Tha Naw Nalghborhood Imaga 

The creation ^f a new Image ^r a neighborhood la dependent 
on the manipulation and creation of sytobola that are acceptable 
to a more homogeneoua population* The kind of person vho nov noves 
ta Chelsea Park views hl1Bself^a^^«^^ pij^t of the current trend 
toward urban renewal. 

Chelsea Park le beginning to take onnh^ appearance of a well 

grootxMi^» nsvltallsed urban neighborhood. New residents are eeeklng 

an economically stable neighborhood » and desire to see their lower 

^lass neighbors replaced by more youc^ people who share a similar 

economic status. More and more yo^g professionals are moving In, 

and the hoiuies^ have Increased In value^ assuring that this trend con- . 

I 

tlnuee. One neighborhood resident of two years discussed the nature 
of the area sayings ^ 
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Kvtry kind of p«r*on llv«it h«r«. On* of th« 

thitiM I llk^ «bou( it <Ch«X«M P«rti). It 
it trying hardij! to Imicobmi Vhita iLiddl* clait 

UV» . 



Th-itt kind of t«ntltMnt la oft«n •xpr«tt«d by th« n«v rttld«fit»« 

• • • . » 

Another ,r««ld«nt tayt: 

I think if KQlnft up hill and^inpro^g. I 
llk« that... ^ 

^"^7" Hoit" n«^ Y«rLdMiti^ 

like th« n«w spirit astoclati^d with th« ar**, and tha raatoratlon 

procaas ^Ing on in tha Intovn naighborhooda . Moat j>f thaaa racant 

nalghborhood rialdanta alao rafljKt a nora whlta collar profaaalonal 

at^ua. Anothar algnlflcailt and often iMntlonad raaaon aaaoclated 

with moving to Chalaaa Park la axatnqpllf lad by ona infornant who had 

mpvad to this area leas than aix nontha ago.' < Sha aald: . 

Chalaaa Park waa ItVdivldualiptlc, yat a coflounity 
apirit. Thara ara lott of artlata, bright young 
profaaalonala in tha mldat of a graat daal of 
povarty. 

Sha alao diacuaaad the Bohemian quality of ChAlaea Park, although* 
aha waa attracted to Chalaaa by Ita early urbafi pioneer tayatique: 

A 

aha thlnka that the area will loae Ita economic mix, which aha 
then qualified by saying "On ona level I won*t like this." > 

The older more permanent residents of Chelsea Park are be- 
ginning to recognise and relate to the neighborhood change. Ona 
resident of 20 years saldt * 

When we came to look at this house, our first ixor ^. 
press ion waa privacy) trees. Todi^y, it is a place 
of recreation for young people, a nice place to 
^ lives 
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Many of tha oldar raaldanta fra a till eonoamad with tha . 
, racial hatarog^naity. Yat, for tha moat part » tha nalshborhood • 
is regaining an inaga of a quiat-, nid'dla clatfa raaldantial com- 
nunity, tha values currantly aspouaad by tha Chalaaa Park Naigh- 
borhood Organisation that reflects the changing values of tha 
neighborhood residents. . ^ 

Conclusion 

Tha process of neighborhood change' can be accounted for by 
the model expounded upon earlier. Political, economic and^ social 

m 

factors act as catalysts for neighborhood change by helping deve- 
j. lop a framework for Jthe new symbols that areVeplacing the old 
8yiii>ols of traditional intown neighborhooda. The creation of a 
new neighborhood identity which includes economic atabillty may 
be the eventual outcome for the Chelsea Park area. 

Communities are fprmed according to a number of varied eti- 
murts^at serve to expound on the image moat sought out by ex- 
ponents of the more powerful political^ economic and social fac- 
tions of the city. Some of these are based on traditional 
southern levels of Integration including race and social class. 
In part^ the new image may be created by meni>ers outside the resi- 
dential coimmin±4y> but are dependent on the acceptance of the image 
by old and new residents • Even more than first acceptance, efforts 
may be made to sell the image by controlling the economic^ political 
and social variables. This is in part accomplished by creating 
org^itations that reflefct these basic values with which the com- 
ounity will eventually identify. 
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1. Thi« ti »n •xj>«\d#d vatiion of • p«4«r prttwitid it thJ|Mth 
Ht«ttng of the AMrican Anthropological Aasotelatlon MoV. 27- 
D«c 1 in Cincinnati t Spaolal thanlui to Robart Blakaly and' 
Ina Jada Wundraa Jor thair helpful critlciaai of aarliar 
dr#ftt of thla papar, and OaU Salth and IfiUar Qiglto tpt 
thair flaldvork aaaiatanca» Alio, X*d lika to aeknovlfdga 
Jaan Raad for typing tha Mmuacrip^, 

2. PoirTiT diaeuiaion of" ^uralwban migration (o Xtl anta iaa 
Hafnar, Jaaea A«, "Puah<-Full Dataminanta of Southam 
Black and Mhita Migranta to a 8f)utham Utbi^ Labor tlarkat" 
In Priaat Phylon > . / ' 

3. The major Hleparilc groupa in Atlanta Include Ctiban aid 
Hexlfian^eoplea. although all other groupa are alao repre« 
eented, 

4. The major Asian popuiationa are Japaneee, Thaia and Chineae, 
with eome Vietnameee, 

5. ChelM^ Bark la a psetidonym for a neighborhood in Northeaat 
Atlanta undergoing urban renewal* 

6. Prom "1977* Population and housing" , prepared by Atlanta 
Regional CotmlBalon 1977 t8v 

» 

7. Thla Inforihwtlon cornea from a City Bureau of Planning draft 
for a NPU Summary, - ^ 

8. Thla term la uaed by Chelsea Park realdenta when referring to 
early urban ^enovatora« 
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